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A government supported label jungle
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Obijective:

m Give an overview of relevant eco labels for Nordic fisheries and
aquaculture industry;

m Evaluate these eco labels according to selected criteria.
Scope:

m Only eco labels of relevance for the EU market is included.
m Focus is on product labels rather than system standards.

m The report is basically a desk-study.
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Main Areas and Criteria Used In the Study . s

Environmental

Corporate social responsibility

Management system

Organization of the label and the certification process




Criteria for the Fishery Schemes WG R

Environmental mEnergy Consumption
mState of the target stock

mThe fisheries impact on the ecosystem

Corporate social mCommunity commitments
responsibility mLabour rights
Management system mControl, enforcement and surveillance

mCredible regulatory framework

Organization of the label and | ®=Chain of custody guarantee

the certification process mOpenness of the certification process/
involvement of stakeholders
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Criteria for the Aquaculture Schemes VANAGING RisK (BT

Environmental mEnergy Consumption
mFeed source

m\Water pollution

mimpact on biodiversity and local wildlife

mFish welfare

Corporate social mCommunity commitments

responsibility mLabour rights

Management system mRequired management system in place
mCredible regulatory framework

Organization of the label mChain of custody guarantee

and the certification process | =Openness of the certification process/
involvement of stakeholders
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Selected Labels for Assessment
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Strengths and Weaknesses of the Various
Ecolabels for Fishery
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Environmental

Organization of the label /
certification process

Management system

Social responsibility
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Scoring wrt Environmental Criteria —

Fishery Schemes
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Various Ecolabels for Aquaculture vANAGING sk I

HES

—e— Friend of the Sea Environmental
—— Global GAP 27

—A— Bioland

—=— Debio and KRAV 15

—@— Naturland
Soil Association

Organization of the label /
certification process

Management system

Global Gap and Friend of the
Sea: CR module included as Social responsibility
of 2009.
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m All evaluated standards have a basis in international and national laws,
regulations and agreements.

m All standards are fully open to the general public.
m More ecolabels are available for aquaculture than for fishery.

m The ecolabels dealing with fishery has a more extensive involvement of
stakeholders than the ones for aquaculture.

m When it comes to focus on energy efficiency and carbon foot printing the
overall coverage is very low.

m Social responsibility has low coverage in general.
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Thank you for your attention!
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